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REMAKCTARGUMENTS 

Racors f i x v k \ v t , s 

respect iulh in vic\v m' the {'allowing a mark 

M Mi SOI I; * |\ 

At the lime of the present Office Action, claims 1 to 8, J I to J 4 and 1.8 to 26 were 
\ u t>- it - , , } )' i v i s i hi ! h . . ' n (uo v. , i St " 
error. L n " 1 i \o'u \.!,J ^< ni'ji u No jm au !>a .k ^ e 
I i etc e ck m> I to \ I ! u; 14. and 23 to 2: .no yu i c. ! l,. ^deration. 

SUMMARY OF OFFICE ACTION 

Claims 1. 1. - 14 and 26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C §1 12 - un a§i at 1 o ha < 
enablement. 

Claims 1-5 stand objected to under 37 CFR §1, 75(c) as bemg of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
All claims were found not to be allowable. 

11 ! toh^ x R 1 S. C. §ii2,FlRS l PARAGRAPH 

Claims ] to 14 and 26 stand rejected- under 35 I m' U \-. mi > y , 

t ! u n t a ii .h 1 o ! ik i \ i 

ms - tb;s o . o m 

^a'iMkui ,wt acpLwnov s, nn \ >t ' iKi tk m.e .a \ 1 ,m: -< 

flutter" is only the subject of rejected claims 13 and. 14. Claims 1.1, .12 and 26 are directed to 
methods for the treatment or prevention ol arrhythmias, which are not discussed h\ the 
i ei c >o v i t> i! i i i c i . x ! 

asserted against claims II, 12 and 26. 

In regard to the rejection of claim* 13 and 14. applicants first wish to point out that the 
present application is a division of US App. No. 1,0/252385, winch issued as US Pal No. 
6686395 {'395), which was a division of US App. No, .09/698078, which issued as US Pat. No, 
53 1495 v'405 d grandparent pak ips t 
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com un ^ e u--.cn pphcc m hue do \ eu x < * too .0 ai v 1 1 

^r. i> d o> ^ 0 i.v *p i < IV v v 5 1 " ■> ^ 0 v m 

andekimo ■-' m U , e\ '405 pa;i.; ; ;, 'Lhov pamm tpp \a; o?h wert. 01 . .0 5 Jv pe~u < 

n l . >! l 1 s ! >- v i s 

deta I to the satisfaction of ti - Examiner. 

I ie E\an lt has mveud the present chnms as mo 01 c mcumes 

1 Ik I ^'i iu i\o I. ui ih 1 h 1 at < - > U Vss u m UK 

specification, the claimed compounds act on the KvJ .5 \\ 1 ismi >.!a t . pt> 1 o . s 

ot I 1 1, ! ! 0 1 t 1 > ,' \ <a m deuocu oe km d Ik i i d 0 t ; mmm 
> v n v »t i E h i E Hi . nt t iu) s t 

'.wiuw^Ls^ sa ib mo>» 1 ual iku . (Sp., a. cage 2 mm so-kd f ,\ \i , 

i i ( fl n!i < ilK "> ^wilt ">! <4 ixi vi t 5 » d« I ! 1 S v s v t o 

and contrary to what is asserted i>> the Examine] l lost skilled n t k art are . apable ol 
identifying patients with K-i- channel mediated illnesses and treating them as described m the 
present specification. 

vi e\»s 1 v 1 ! m 5 en J i. i ' .in^ mwen v ot mmon <-> v 

ere v proiongatio ction potenti tg< 

Lines P U Inhibition of the k . . < <. potassium outward current is a particularly effective 
method he iga ' i 1 1 > ot 1 u > ge 4, lines 4-6) The efo <_ 

it makes sense that the J as: nee 1 ^-mpvunds. which can ptohmg Nk atrial action pmermaL can 
' . \. n K 'f 1 1 h - >! di, ulids m , i v i v at s i 

■ e - „ oii u m 4. hncs 1-13, 

Each oft ea \ ted po ions 0 tk >pe< to tion - ccompai d b\ fere ce.s t 
ippmtm as as b> wed > s <-<i uhormes Tueeoem/ed aeadai 1 \ sals ( opms of these 
rJ [ '1 e ii<)\ it «. , u> 1 ie I v 

The above discussion provides a reasoned basis for concluding that the claimed 

v u U u-.v t v v t f v v i so 

and < t us InUv > 01 nMll ao\vf adoiu, 0 0,^ . evenc m 1 

rrh it ts IE 12 and 26. Ti I m tht 1 

practice these methods by following I leaching t the specification of. for instance, example 
ii.es >i a' ns ^ > 1 csluul > a d w v o j-u mop) nmhi 01 1 , a 
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np > eose^ ncd ia .MpcU^."" >-o f K s|wr vat >n tot < I omh„,c 
under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph. 

ill OA > *v\ y.r p "vn^i ^- 

1 he Esannne ic<- o^tected to claims 1-5 as tm vmjv ^j:v; ^em . Lams 'although 
1 < j v. <. null a u f vf i M l ! <, k ) n t 

> i ^ 'I v s ibjv I 

dub hales ham ! at;on\ on the scope ;diho sespeenxe t iatrm- ;mm winch tiw depend H s 
ihiither submitted that due to the complex nature of Ihe c set fori . ciain 

. t vOi s . l i0f uos , t isis k duii p * <.k tv d it! as 1 <n< ^ 

definitions to the limitations contained therein. 

Some oi itations < ndem rm re as follows, akhou dduion 

limitations may also be present. Claim 2, depending from claim 1 differs in the scope of the 
definitions of R(!6>, R{17) and R(19). Claims 3 and 4, both depending from claim 2. include 
various changes in the scope of R(3), as well ss'R(2) and R(4). Claim 5 dejx d < > v 

I differs in the scope of R(4), R(5). R(6), R(7), R(8), R(.l4) and R{X>). Claim 6, depending 
from claim .\ differs in the scope of R{ 1 >, R{5), R<6). R{7). R&l R{30) and R(3 1 >. Claim 23. 
depending from claim 4. differs in the scope of R(14), R(i6), R(i 7). ROD) and R(3i). C [aim 24, 
depending from claim 5, differs in the scope of R(J4) and R(16). as well as R(30) and R(3i). 
Claim ;5. dejvmnr,. it ' i 4. d:Ue;\ t t '«.)}-> it K 1 > i \ ;0: i each case 

h dope dent < i <k itati it least on the rc itc-c v; bles fhus t is suhrn k\ 

that ah of these dependent claims are fully in conformance with the requirements of 37 CFR 
§ 1.75(c) 

C ONCLUSIO N 

i v i JM S S t t! j J d^V, 1 tK'O^ 

\ iditio rai wancu s\\ \ oat hat > feci s c?d otu 
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Respectful; v submitted, 
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